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Enclosed  for  your  review  is  an  Environmental  Assessment  (EA) 
prepared  by  the  Department  of  State  Lands   (DSL) .     The  EA 
evaluates  a  proposal  by  Montana  Talc  Company  for  expanding  its 
pit  and  waste  dump  areas. 

Public  comment  on  this  EA  will  be  received  by  the  agencies 
until  5:00  p.m.  on  April  11,   1994.     Comments  should  be  about  the 
adeguacy  of  the  EA  in  assessing  issues,   new  information  not 
considered  that  may  influence  the  analysis,   and  clarification. 
Comments  should  be  specific.     The  agencies  will  use  these 
comments  and  agency  responses,  the  EA,  and  the  application  to 
make  a  final  decision  on  the  permit.     The  decision  may  be  to 
approve  the  proposal,  deny  the  proposal,  or  approve  the  proposal 
with  modifications. 


Comments  should  be  directed  to  Bob  Winegar  at  444-2074  or 
sent  to: 

Bob  Winegar 

Montana  Dept.  of  State  Lands 
Capitol  Station 
Helena,  MT  59601 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration.     Please  call  the 
Department  of  State  Lands  (444-2074)   if  you  have  any  guestions. 

Sincerely, 


nfTI  J  DM 


Robert  C.  Winegar 
Program  Supervisor 
Hard  Rock  Bureau  t  | 

Reclamation  Division 
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CHECKLIST  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 


Company  Nana:  Montana  Talc  Company  Project:  Johnny  Oulch  Mine  -  Pushback  #5 
Operating  Permit  #:  000127  Location:   Section  9,  T9S,  R1W,  MPM 

County:  Madison 


TYPE  AND  PURPOSE  OF  ACTION 

Montana  Talc  Company  (MTC)  operates  an  open  pit  talc  mine  south  of  Ennis,  Montana. 
MTC's  proposal,  dated  February  1,   1994  and  subsequent  changes  dated  February  8  and  28, 
1994,   is  an  amendment  to  the  operating  permit  to  expand  the  permit  boundary,   the  pit  and 
the  waste  rock  dump.     To  maintain  market  position,   it  is  necessary  to  conduct  an 
accelerated  stripping  program.     The  stripping  program  can  commence  within  the  disturbance 
associated  with  the  existing  pit.     However,   it  is  MTC's  desire  to  expand  the  pit  to  allow 
for  more  efficient  operation  of  the  mine. 


ALTERNATIVES  CONSIDERED 
Alternative  1  -  No  Action 

MTC  would  continue  to  operate  at  their  current  mining  rate  and  as  approved  in  the 
current  operating  permit. 

Alternative  2  -    Operator's  Proposed  Plan 

Pushback  #5  is  an  expansion  toward  the  west  from  the  present  Johnny  Gulch  pit.  The 
total  of  proposed  new  disturbances  associated  with  this  amendment  is  30.4  acres. 
Approximately  4.9  acres  would  be  proposed  for  disturbance  relative  to  this  pushback. 
Approximately  0.6  acre  of  new  disturbance  would  occur  outside  the  present  permit  boundary. 
The  proposed  permit  boundary  change  would  include  1.4  acres  to  provide  for  a  100-foot 
buffer  zone  along  the  northwest  expression  of  the  pitwall.     Present  mining  practices  would 
be  conducted  to  ensure  that  future  reclamation  potential  would  not  be  compromised. 
Reclamation  of  the  area  disturbed  would  be  consistent  with  the  reclamation  plan  required 
by  the  existing  operating  permit. 

Increasing  the  pit  increases  the  volume  of  waste  rock.     New  disturbances  associated 
with  the  waste  dump  expansion  would  approximate  25.5  acres.     The  volume  of  waste  material 
produced  from  the  Pushback  #5  is  estimated  to  be  2,845,000  yd3.     All  material  would  be 
placed  in  the  Johnny  Gulch  waste  dump.    All  new  disturbances  associated  with  the  expansion 
of  the  waste  dump  would  be  within  the  current  permit  boundary.     The  waste  dump  would 
continue  to  be  constructed  by  end-dumping  on  50-foot  lifts.     MTC  would  continue  its 
current  practice  of  reclaiming  final  slopes  as  soon  as  possible.     Consistent  with  the 
previously  approved  reclamation  plan,  the  waste  dump  would  be  re-contoured  to  a  2H:1V 
slope  with  a  25-foot  wide  catch  bench  for  every  lift.     This  slope  would  then  be  covered 
with  soil  and  revegetated  with  the  recommended  seed  mixture. 

Before  mining  or  dumping  all  topsoil  in  the  affected  area  would  be  removed  and 
stockpiled,  approximately  94,000  yd3.     This  soil  would  be  stored  in  the  existing  topsoil 
stockpile  areas.     MTC  has  been  actively  stockpiling  topsoil  since  1987.     Presently,  MTC 
has  three  stockpiles  with  a  total  volume  of  126,350  yd3.     The  resulting  soil  volume  would 
be  220,350  yd3.     Enough  soil  would  be  salvaged  to  facilitate  an  average  soil  replacement 
depth  of  approximately  16  inches. 


IMPACTS  ON  THE  PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 

RESOURCE 

[Y/N]  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 
N  =  Not  present  or  No  impact  will  occur. 
Y  =  Impacts  may  occur. 

1 .    GEOLOGY  AND  SOIL  QUALITY,  STABILITY 
AND  MOISTURE:  Are  (oils  present  which  are 
fragile,  susceptible  to  completion,  erosive,  or 
unstable?  Are  there  unusual  or  unstable  geologic 
characteristics  or  features?  Are  there  special 
reclamation  considerations? 

[N] 
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2.    WATER  QUALITY,  QUANTITY  AND 
DISTRIBUTION:  Are  important  surface  or 
groundwater  resources  present?  Is  there  potential  for 
violation  of  ambient  water  quality  standards,  drinking 
water  maximum  contaminant  levels,  or  degradation 
of  water  quality? 

[N] 

3.    AIR  QUALITY:  Will  pollutants  or  paniculate  be 
produced?  Is  the  project  influenced  by  air  quality 
regulations  or  zones  (Class  1  air-shed)? 

[N] 

4.    VEGETATION  COVER.  QUANTITY  AND 
QUALITY:  Will  vegetative  communities  be 
significantly  impacted?  Are  any  rare  plants  or  cover 
types  present? 

[N] 

5.    TERRESTRIAL,  AVIAN  AND  AQUATIC  LIFE 
AND  HABITATS:  Is  there  substantial  use  of  the 
area  by  important  wildlife,  birds  or  fish? 

[N] 

6.    UNIQUE,  ENDANGERED,  FRAGILE  OR 

LIMITED  ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURCES:  Are 
any  federally  listed  threatened  or  endangered  species 
or  identified  habitat  present?  Any  wetlands?  Species 
of  special  concern? 

[N] 

7.    HISTORICAL  AND  ARCHAEOLOGICAL  SITES : 
Are  any  historical,  archaeological  or  paleonlological 
resources  present? 

[N] 

8.    AESTHETICS:  Is  the  project  on  a  prominent 
topographic  feature?  Will  it  be  visible  from 
populated  or  scenic  areas?  Will  there  be  excessive 
noise  or  light? 

[Y]          The  expanded  waste  rock  dump  would  be 
visible  from  MT  Hwy  287  which  is 
approximately  3.5  miles  away.     The  waste 
dump  will  be  reclaimed  concurrent  with 
mining  to  improve  visual  aesthetics. 

9.    DEMANDS  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURCES 
OF  LAND,  WATER,  AIR  OR  ENERGY:  Will  the 
project  use  resources  that  are  limited  in  the  area? 
Are  there  other  activities  nearby  that  will  affect  the 
project? 

[NJ 

10.   IMPACTS  ON  OTHER  ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESOURCES:  Are  there  other  studies,  plans  or 
projects  on  this  tract? 

[N] 

IMPACTS  ON  THE  HUMAN  POPULATION 

RESOURCE 

( Y/N]  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

11.   HUMAN  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY:  Will  this 
project  add  to  health  and  safety  risks  in  the  area? 

[N] 

12.   INDUSTRIAL,  COMMERCIAL  AND 
AGRICULTURAL  ACTIVITIES  AND 
PRODUCTION:  Will  the  project  add  to  or  alter 
these  activities? 

[N] 

13.  QUANTITY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF 

EMPLOYMENT:  Will  the  project  create,  move  or 
eliminate  jobs?  If  so,  estimated  number. 

[NJ 

14.    LOCAL  AND  STATE  TAX  BASE  AND  TAX 

REVENUES:  Will  the  project  create  or  eliminate  tax 
revenue? 

IN] 

15.  DEMAND  FOR  GOVERNMENT  SERVICES:  Will 
substantial  traffic  be  added  to  existing  roads?  Will 
other  services  (fire  protection,  police,  schools,  etc) 
be  needed? 

[N] 
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16.    LOCALLY  ADOPTED  ENVIRONMENTAL 
PLANS  AND  GOALS:  Are  there  Stale,  County, 
City,  USFS,  BLM,  Tribal,  etc.  zoning  or 
management  plans  in  effect? 

[N] 

17.    ACCESS  TO  AND  QUALITY  OF 

RECREATIONAL  AND  WILDERNESS 
ACTIVITIES:  Are  wilderness  or  recreational  areas 
nearby  or  accessed  through  this  tract?  Is  there 
recreational  potential  within  the  tract? 

[N] 

18.   DENSITY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF 

POPULATION  AND  HOUSING:  Will  the  project 
add  to  the  population  and  require  additional  housing? 

[N] 

19.   SOCIAL  STRUCTURES  AND  MORES:  Is  some 
disniplion  of  native  or  traditional  lifestyles  or 
communities  possible? 

[N] 

20.   CULTURAL  UNIQUENESS  AND  DIVERSITY: 
Will  the  action  cau&c  A  shift  in  tome  unique  quality 
of  the  area? 

[N] 

21 .    OTHER  APPROPRIATE  SOCIAL  AND 
ECONOMIC  CIRCUMSTANCES: 

(N) 

PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT:     Public  notice  of  the  proposed  amendment  was  published  March  27,  1994 
in  the  Tribune  Examiner,  Madisonian ,  and  the  Daily  Chronicle.       Public  comment  period  will 
be  accepted  for  three  weeks. 

OTHER  GOVERNMENTAL  AGENCIES  WITH  JURISDICTION:  None;  however,  the  U.S.F.S.  Madison  Ranger 
District  was  informed  of  this  proposal  due  to  the  mine's  proximity  to  federal  lands. 

MAGNITUDE  AND  SIGNIFICANCE  OF  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS:  Using  best  professional  judgement,  there 
are  no  impacts  which  are  expected  to  be  significant. 

CUMULATIVE  EFFECTS:     Although  the  permit  area  is  located  next  to  land  administered  by  the 
U.S.  Forest  Service,  no  timber  sales  are  scheduled  for  the  Johnny  Gulch  area. 


RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  FURTHER  ENVIRONMENTAL  ANALYSIS: 

Approval  of  Alternative  2,  the  proposed  plan  as  submitted,  is  recommended. 
[     ]  EIS  [     ]  More  Detailed  EA  [x]  No  Further  Analysis 
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